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Amdt. Dated Dec. 19, 2005 

Reply to Office Action of Nov. 23, 2005 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In response to the outstanding Office Action, the applicant has amended his specification and 
claims. The specification has been amended to clarify the description of applicant's invention and to 
better relate the specification to the drawings. Various amendments have been made to the 
specification which now describes Figures 2 and 3. The new text with regard to Figures 2 and 3 
points out from different viewing perspectives the elements of the invention shown in Figures 2 and 3 
that have already been described with regard to the other figures. Therefore, the new text provides 
greater clarity without adding new matter. Claims 1-5 have been cancelled in favor of new claims 6- 
17 which are being presented to more clearly define and distinctly claim what the applicant considers 
his invention. Claims 6-14 are apparatus claims and claims 15-17 are method claims. Both types of 
claims are permissible in one patent since the claimed method can only be practiced by the claimed 
apparatus. 

Claims 1-5 stand rejected for various reasons under 35 U.S.C. 101, 1 12, and 102. Claims 1-5 
have been cancelled and therefore these grounds for rejection are moot. 

The specification and drawings stand objected to, however by the amendments presented 
herein, the applicant has addressed the Examiner's objections to the specification which now better 
correspond to the drawings including description of Figures 2 and 3. In light thereof, it is now 
respectfully requested that the Examiner reconsider the outstanding objection to the specification and 
drawings and that these objections be withdrawn. 

In response to the outstanding Office Action, the applicant has presented new claims 6-17 
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which define over the prior art cited by the Examiner, namely U.S. Patent 408,607 issued to Flint and 
U.S. Patent 4,210,141 issued to Brockman et al. Flint discloses an electrified drinking vessel 
containing two electrodes insulated from one another. A first electrode is affixed to the cup handle 
and a second electrode is connected to a plate at the bottom of the cup which is in contact with an 
electrically conductive drinkable liquid. In other embodiments, both electrodes are applied to the 
conductive liquid. In all embodiments the liquid is drunk by the patient to cure different ailments 
such as nervous disease and diseases of the throat. 

Brockman teaches a hiccup treatment appliance in the form of a cup-like vessel which 
includes a tongue depressor extending upwardly from a rim of the vessel. While drinking a liquid 
from the vessel, the depressor extension depresses the patient's tongue. No electricity is involved 
nor is there any suggestion that the Brockman cup can be electrified in any way. Brockman discloses 
a tongue depressor which extends upwardly from the rim of the cup, however it is unitary therewith 
and therefore impossible of being electrically insulated therefrom and functioning as an electrode. 
Furthermore, it is adapted to be interoral, therefore not only does it not anticipate the applicant's 
claimed invention, but when taken in combination with the Flint disclosure would not lead one of 
ordinary skill in the art to make the applicant's novel and unobvious claimed combination brought 
out in new claims 6-17. 

The applicant's invention as disclosed and claimed provides many novel and unobvious 
features when compared with the prior art. Unlike the Flint device, the applicant's invention does 
not require a remote battery but instead receives its power from galvanic reaction between the cup 
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and the conductive liquid. In essence, the applicant has created a self-powered device by 
incorporating the battery into the drinking vessel. This is accomplished by providing the vessel with 
insulated electrodes, one of which extends above the rim of the cup and is adapted to contact the 
facial skin of the patient while the conductive fluid is drunk. 

The applicant's disclosed and claimed electrode which extends upwardly from the rim of the 
cup is but one of the novel and unobvious features of his invention as brought out in new claims 6- 
14. Using his self-powered drinking vessel apparatus, the applicant has devised a unique method for 
treating hiccups in which an electrical potential of one polarity is applied to the patient's lower lip 
through the body of a metallic drinking vessel and a second electrode carrying a second electrical 
potential of opposite polarity is applied to the facial skin. As presented in new claims 15-17, the 
vessel contains an electrically conducted fluid and when the fluid is drunk, an electrical charge is 
passed through the patient's face and throat in the area of where the nerves are located that affect the 
hiccup reflex and this treatment has been found to be beneficially treated thereby. 

In light of the foregoing amendments and argument presented herein, claims 6-17 presently 
pending in this application are deemed to be in condition for allowance and allowance of these claims 
at an early date is hereby solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 




RegrNo. 30,857 
Attorney for Applicant 
Ph. (215) 348-1442 
Fax (215)348-7643 




Page 9 of 9 



